I think this manuscript is well written, with a strong statistical analysis and a good sample size.
I have only minor observations, which could improve the manuscript:
Introduction section needs to be shortened: in effect, the Authors reported results by several previous studies (Thomsen et al…Wahlberg et al…Fsadni et al…Klamt et al…Skaaby et al…), which should be analyzed only in the discussion section.
Methods: page 9 lines 132-134. Please add the number of protocol of acceptance from IRB of Authors' institution.
Page 11 line 165. For the first time in the text aDCSI appears without explanation. Please write "Adapted Diabetes Complications Severity Index (aDCSI)".
Discussion:
Page 17 lines 278 "The dichotomy between Th1 and Th2 responses is a useful framework for describing pathologies; however, in recent years, this paradigm has been considered an incomplete model as Th1 responses have been described as characteristic of atopic disease and Th2 responses of autoimmunity….". I strongly agree with this comment by the Authors. Moreover, it is important to know that also other recent studies have explored the co-existence of several Th1- ＃Reviewer: 2 1). In this respect, the study has significant scientific merit. The aim and objectives of the study are clearly articulated. There is clear evidence of a comprehensive review of the latest literature impacting on the study. This has been clearly documented and highlighted. The research design is correctly chosen and clearly stated, the sampling methods and sample size are appropriately addressed. Appropriate materials and/or instrumentation used in data gathering adequately described. Data collection procedures used summarized and presented in an understandable manner. Ethical issues were generally adhered to. Appropriate statistical methods used and results presented with appropriate use of figures and tables to explain the results of the study. Major findings and interpretations, with possible reasons for findings, briefly summarized.
Findings were discussed in relation to other studies and literature. The conclusions are valid and contain relevant information. The researchers were able to report and explain the significance of the findings and existing opinions in the field were cited where necessary. The study concluded that patients with T1DM are at an elevated risk of developing AC. The risk 342 of AC was found to increase with the progression of T1DM.
Ans: Thank you for your positive comments to this study.
2) Please ensure that the references conform to the format and requirements of the journal. For example, reference 22: Please include the journal name in italics. Ther Adv Chronic Dis Ans: Thank you for your comments. We revised the journal name of reference 22 in italics VERSION 2 -REVIEW REVIEWER Nicola Imperatore School of Medicine Federico II of Naples, Italy REVIEW RETURNED 10-Apr-2017
GENERAL COMMENTS
The Authors met all Reviewers' suggestions. I believe it is suitable for publication.
REVIEWER

Dr Khathutshelo Percy Mashige
University of KwaZulu-Natal, Republic of South Africa REVIEW RETURNED 12-Apr-2017
GENERAL COMMENTS
The authors have adequately addressed all the previous comments.
